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.:'■*•* In an « dIto , rial toe journal aei9netS4rv4et 

t .;«:v-; questions conclusions in a report v '< CHICAGO TW 11 n 

~i'K\ by Dr. Lerov E. Burney, surgeon CHICAGO, Dec. 31—Doc- 

b V,iv. ,: general of the United States tors were cautioned today that ;» 

.. AT'** Public Health Service, listing data on Jung cancer and amok- 

■ V rf KSLJSS fa* recently implied by the 

- leading to such an increase and ' , 

• concluding that heavy smoke rs united States Health Service 

’•’ l\ * - are more prone to lung cancel^* tra not enough to Indict the 

" r - po ^ ' ^.^.dgaret a* > cause of lung can- 
‘ ..marizing research on lung can-^rv^ccr. vV«V* 4 * +*’v'V.% a *: : • *$*,.*? 

'I'.cer, was rimed two weeks agoj'e ' editorial In the Jotimal 

:M-& to The jouml'l'ediloriaVrWalt'edM' ® 1 the American MedicaI AanC '■ 

that Dr. Burney’s report identi-states that the summary of In* 
fled the Public Health Service' 'formation on re search in the 

. “with those who consider that^i ., ___ 

■ i: l '*'' |he evidence to date implicates^*®n°kmg-!ung cancer contro- 
. :*.i * smoking as the principal factor \ versy, written by Surgeon Gen- 

^ in the increase in lung cancer," y\ eral Leroy E. Burney, identi- ' 
'• y the editorial continues: i^*fles the Public Health Service ( j 

;*2- c “A number of authorities whol^wjth those who consider the ^ 
have examined the * ar " e e1 ^*^evidence proof enough that V 

A dep ' e Clted by ° r - Bur ^Sj°Jr«mokingI S the principal causa- > 
IV not agree with his conclusions.^^.. _®V\ 

Although the studies reveal a Njtlve factor in the increase in »\J 
» relationship between cigarette\ ju ^g cancer. . \/w 

* smoking and! cancer that seems A number of authorities who v j 
' ' more than coincidental, they do have examined the same evi*(u\ 

r not explain why. even when, dence, the editorial acutions, ■* \ 
. smoking patterns are the same, do not agree with Dr. Burney’s wl 
/, S'\ case rates are higher among men conclusions. Tt" 

■* than among women and among ■ Neither the proponents nor V 

:.V- * u ' ban tban amoug rural popu * the opponents of the smoking ^ 

■'^Blic Health Service ■ theoo-have sufficient evidence ft. 
,‘ . j ' can best meet its obligations by to-warrant the assumption .of » » 

- collecting and disseminating an all-or*none authoritative r<. 

'' . data for all sources and making position, the AMA editorial 

+ known to the health and medical aaid. * 

professions its own evaluations This editorial closely follows * 


j%*' United States public healtfc* 

• ' v service, who recently asserted* 

• •• -■. that cigaret smoking was the^ 

' x: e^ sV v *v Mv ; •* r . • C; principal cause of lung can?* 
.VV- 'l’V.V / a ' c er, the Journal of the Araer*^ 

-i. ?H ,*'«• *'! .lean Medical association said*’ 

^ ♦.•’■'-.•“Altho the studies reveal^ 
gj' I%/A- VL&relationship between”clg-^ 
.^Ki 'i* ; smoking and cancer 'that* 

A seems more than coincidental, 

' V : ’ - ■;«’.) ’ they do not explain why,even^ 

..y , y.-y-;'s ' ‘ , when smoking patterns are.^ 

V-;'' ^ If* V •*: v :*j* the same, case rates are ' 

•••• . ' highe r among men than** 

•.^•♦v : V:- / iA v ' )v: i■ f t among women, and among" 

THE U)S ANGELES TIMES 

^ Los Angeles, Cailf. , Neither the p r0 por.en(s 
.--- December 11, 1959 -' nor the opponents of the’ 

' smoking theory have suffici*' 


AMA Doubtful 
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m A number or authorities W’ho i j CHICAGO Dec. 10 _ 

have examined the same evi- k/\ n><. r . • 

dence. the editorial acutions, Tf ‘ e Journal of the Amen- . 

do not agree with Dr. Burney’s d can. Medical 1 Assn, said to- ^ c * “ : 

conclusjons fT* da y that there ismsumaent Mcdical Association’' said in an ' 

Neither the proponents nor l evidence to warrant the as- editoriah today that no> one 

the opponents of the smokmg J Wnmnticnr that rcWrette can definitely link cigarette ■ 

theory have sufficient evidence fw -sumptioiv l n a t r.cigarette smokinj wim , ^ncer, yet. 

to warrant the assumption of * * smoking is the principal fac- An editorial' signed by Dr. \ 

an all-or-none authoritative tor in r the-increase in lung John 1 Hi Talbott, the editor, 

position, the AMA editorial said the United States Public , 

■aid. * cancel. . .... Health Service has aligned it-. 

This editorial closely follows * In an editorial, the Jour- self "with those who consider ' 


v .“Neither the proponents 
■ nor the opponents of the' 

; smoking theory have suffici*' 

• .r ent evidence .. 

,. ■ ,, 
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MEW. YORK ’"I'* 

HERALD TRIBUNE •;.%£$■ 
New York, New York^ 
December 12, 1959 v(b> 

Peril of Smoking 
Unproved, Says 
A.M. A. ‘Journal’. 


V ~ ^Journal. He stated that evi* 

^dence Implicates smoking as 
‘ ■ ' the principal causative factor 

- «' . 1° the increase in v lung cancer. 

^ YORK DAILY HEWS • v ’ -. v?f • 

/ / New York, New York ■ ' ■ ' ' 

December 12, 1959 

; ; MAKE UP YOUR MINDS, BOYS 

’ Surgeon Genera! L. E. Burney of the U. S. Public 
■ /’ Health Service says it is now established that cigaret smok- 
' ing causes lung cancer. The American Medical Association 
j . Journal says Burney is all wet, and nobody can yet state 
^ authoritatively whether cigarets do or don't bring on this 
■ dread disease. 

. ’ Until the scientists make up their minds one wav or 
.,vdon’t see why Arnercans shouldn’t go on 
• c*ll]nly smoking as many cigarets as they damn please— 

1 w h ,c h is just what current figures on booming cigaret sales 
, show Americans to be dbihg. 
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Dr. Burney's report In the nal questions conclusions in that the evidence to date lm- ^ 

Journal. He stated that evi* _ ' nn] . f hv r> r TlprrtV P pUcates smoking as the prin- 

dence Implicates smoking as *' re ? 01t Du L ^ r< ? N ?• clpal etioldgical factor in the 

the principal causative factor PUfney, Surgeon General Increase of lung cancer." .: 

In the Increase in lung cancer. the U.S. Public Health ■ Neither the proponents^nor 

v Service, listing smoking as JI? fi opponents of the smoking 

° fhpnrv n»v# suffiripnt Pvirtenr.C 


the main factor leading to 
Su6h an increase and con 
eluding: that-heavy smoker? 
are more prone to lung 
cancer than others. 

Burney's re p o v t. su m- 


theory have sufficient evidence 
to warrant the assumption of 
an all-or-none authoritative 
position." Dr. Talbott said! 

"Although the studies reveal 
a relationship between the 
cigarette smoking and cancer 


marizing research on lung that seems more than co 
Cancer,- was carried Iwb Incidental, they do not explain. 

weeks am in the Inni-nal' why - even whsn s mp kltia pat- 
weks ago m me JoiilTlsI ternJ Bre the same , case rates 

The Jouii nul editouiul ^aid. arc higher for men than among 

A number of authorities women and among urban than 

who have examined, the rural populations," Dr. Talbott 

same evidence cited by Dr. said. • ■•*■ *{ri 


Burpey do not agree with 
bis ^conclusions." 


Dr. Talbott aaid he smokes 
only cigars or a pipe and gave 
up cigarette smoking years ago 
when, he was an Ihtern at New 
York’s Presbyterian Hospital 
because lt ; was "a filthy habit 
not allowed In hospitals.” ' , 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/kjcmOOOO 
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